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REMAJRKS 

Claim Statm 

After entry of this Amendjtnent, Claims 1, 6 - 14, and 22 - 30 are praiding. .By 



this Amendoaent, Claims 1, 6 - 11 and 
cancelled, and new Claims 22 - 30 are 
. previously. No new matter is added. 



13 are amended, Claiixis 2 - 5 and 15 - 19 are 
added. Claims 20 and 21 have been cancelled 



AUowabte Subject Mat^ 

The Examiner objects to Claims 5-9 andl3 as being dependent iqpon a rejected 
. .basB.claim,.Jbut indicates that titese claims would.be allowable if lewrit^ m mdg)endettt 
form including all of die limitations of th s base claim and any intervening claims. 

Allowable Claikn 5 depeiids jfroi| Clainjs 1 , 2 and 3 . By tJiis Aiiiendin^^^ ^^^^ 
.1 is amended to include tibie lijnitations of allowable Claim 5 and intervening Claims 2 and 
3. Claim 2 and 3 are cancelled. Amendejd Claim 1 is, therefore, allowable. 

AU0!wable ClaixntjS 6-9 are amended to depend from allawable Claim 1. Claiins' 
6-9 are, therefore, allowable. Further, Claims 10 - 14 depend from allowable Claim 1. 
Claims 10 - 14 are, therefore, allowable.| 

AHowable Claim 13 depends fijoxxx Claims 1, 11 and 12. By this Amendment, 
ne w indepcuadcjit Claim ?2 is added, which mcludes the liioMtations of Cla^ 11; 12 
and 13. Jfew Claim 22 is, therefore,.allowable. 

New Claims 23 - 30, which ccjriespond to Qaims 3-9 and 14, respectively, 
depend from allowable Claim 22. New Claims 23 - 30 are, therefore, allowable. 

In view of the amendments to jthe claims, as set forth id the above listtog of 
claims, and the foregoing comments, AjJpUcants respectfully submit that Claims 1, 6 - 14, 
22 and 30 are in condition for allowance, and respectfully requests the Examiner to pass 
these claims to allowance. 



. Claim Objections . 

The Examiner objects to Qaim 



5 because "the concave hollow suifece" has no 



antecedent basis, and because •*longitudinal extent" is indefinite. Claiin 5 is canoeUed. 



I 
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Amended Claim 1 includes the linritations of Claim 5, and recites a concave hollow 
surface of the cro.ss-sectio»al profile. Ciaim 1 recites, furtfier that the seal has a lenjgth 
limited by ends. j 

The Examiner objects to Claiip S because ''ooiacave hollow surface''' and 
"traDSverse end web" havc^ no antccedeit basis. Claim 8 is amended to depend from 
amended Claim 1, which provides prop^ antecedent basis for "<?oncaye hollpw sutf^'^ 
and 'transverse end web." Amended Clalbn 8 defines fiirther at least two tcahsveise webs 

and their an^gement 

The, Examiner objects to Clain 9 because "concave hollow surface*^ and 
-transverse end web" have no antecedebt basis. Claim 9 is amended to dq>end from 
amended Claim 1, which provides proper antecedent basis for "concave hollow surface" 
and "transverse end web '* 

The . Bxanainer objects to Claim 



13 because "the recesses" and 'ihe centering 
projections" have no antecedent ba^is. Claim 13 is amended to depend from Cljum 12, 
which provides proper antecedent basis f )r '*the lecesses" and *Hhe centering projections " 

aa6nM^e(kwns-3SVS.a§§m,m 

The Exajmner rejects Claims 1-4, 10, 11, 15, 18 and 19 under 35 U-S.C. § 102 
(b) as being antidpated by Nakayama (U.S. PatehtNo. 5,713,674). Hence, the Examiner 
asserts tibat Nakayama discloses each and every limitation of these claims. 

Funhermore, the Examiner reject^s Claims 12 and 14 under 35 U:S,C. § 103 (a) as 
.being unpatentable over Nakayama in view of Numagaiiai (U,S- Patent No. 6^66^00). 

Notwithstanding the propriety ofl the instant rejections, the claims are amended as 
set forth in the above listing of claims. In view of the Examiner's indication of allowable 
subject matter, as discussed above, Apph^^t lespectfiilly rd^uests^^ Exaimher to pass 
Claims 1, 6-- 14, and 22- 30 to allowanpc. 

SiUtim^ry of response 

Apphcant has responded to the i ejections in the April 15, 2008 Office Action by 
pfesairiiag dxe foregoing arguments. Ap ^licant re^)ectfully submits that Claims 1, 6 - 14, 
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and 22 - 30 are in coudition for allowance. Applicant respectfiilly requests the Esaminer to 
withdraw all rgections and to pass this ajTplication to the issue process. 

Request for telephone interview 

The undersigned has made a good Jfaith effort to respond to tibie Direction and to all of 
the rejections raised in the Office Action » > as to place the claims in condition for immecEate 

allowance. Nevertheless, if any mide\|eloped issues temsdii or if any issues require 

I 

clanficatioti, the Examiner is respect&Uy requested to call the undersi^ied attorney of record 
at the tel^hone mimber liistedbelow in o«to 

Please charge any additional fees, including any fees for additional ex^iioa of 
ttoe, or credit oveipayment to deposit Account No. ^2464 referencing attorney docket 
mirhber 2004P02891WOUS* However, the C^raunissione^ not authoriied to charge the 
cost of the issue fee to the Deposit Accoijnt, 



Date: ^'^^ 




Cevin R. Spivak 
Attorney for Applic 
Registration No. 43,148 
Tel! (202) 955 700.7 
. Customer No.: 2S2p4. 
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